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The University of Dayton Review is published by the University of Dayton,
300 College Park Avenue, Dayton, Ohio, 45409. There are three issues a year: Spring,
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As its title implies, the Review presents articles by individual contributors all of
whom have a connection with the University. These articles are presented on the
authority of their authors and neither the Editorial Board nor the University of
Dayton assumes responsibility for the views expressed by these writers.
The University of Dayton Review is sent without charge to the members of the
faculty and to alumni, students and friends of the University who request copies.
Manuscripts and correspondence about the content of the Review should be addressed
to the Chairman of the Editorial Board. Correspondence about exchanges should
be addressed to Mr. John Vigle, Albert Emmanuel Library, University of Dayton,
Dayton, Ohio, 45409.
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EDITORIAL: THE GREATEST SIN
Within any given community the greatest sin is a direct betrayal of the very
goal or purpose of the group. This is true
of a spiritual community,
of a military community,
of an academic community,
It is possible for these communities to endure and co-exist with numerous and
severe assaults
on their members, because they are replaceable,
on their operation, because it can be infinitely adjusted,
on their support, because new resources can be found.
But the subversion of their purpose or goal means the extinction of their existence itself, and so cannot be tolerated. When such subversion is committed
the offender must be promptly and completely excluded from membership,
the punishment must be swift and severe,
the true members of the community will repudiate the attack and act
immediately and personally to eliminate its existence among them.
Take the spiritual community we call the Mystical Body:
The purpose and goal of this mystic union is God - Love itself.
The greatest sin within this union would be an animus for its Head
who is God and who is Love.
In the Mystical Body, therefore, the intolerable sin is an act of Hate.
When this act of Hate is committed
the offender is promptly cut off from living membership,
the punishment is immediate and severe, for it entails the complete loss
of the life of God,
the members of Christ's Body must immediately shore up their sacramental environment of charity.
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Take the military community we call the Army:
The purpose and goal of this organization is the defense and protection
of its country.
The greatest sin within its ranks is the betrayal of national ward and
safety.
In the Army, therefore, the intolerable sin is an act of Treason.
When this act of Treason is committed
the offender is promptly cashiered out of the service,
the punishment is swift and sure - the traitor is tried and qUickly shot,
every officer and man groans in anger and in shame at the betrayer and
fervently renews his allegiance to flag and duty.
Take the academic community we call a University:
The purpose and goal of this institution is veraCity - to speak truth in
the congruity it has unraveled from the mazes of reality.
The greatest sin within this community, then, is falsification - the deliberate subversion of truth as it is apprehended.
In the University, therefore, the intolerable sin is an act of Cheating.
When Cheating occurs in a University
the offender should be promptly excluded from good standing,
the punishment should be swift and severe - a failing grade and expulsion from the community,
every instructor and student confronting this lie should promptly and
openly denounce it and intensify his commitment to bUilding a
University-wide climate of honor.
Looking back, it is evident that
in the Mystical Body, what is, is what should be, or we have no Hope,
in the Army, what is, is what should be, or we have no Liberty,
but in the University, is what is, what should be? If not, we have no
University.
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